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(57) ABSTRACT

A data handling device has access to a store of existing
metadata pertaining to existing documents having associated
metadata terms. It analyses the metadata to generate statisti-
cal data as to the co-occurrence of pairs of terms in the
metadata of one and the same document. When a fresh docu-
ment is received, itis analysed to assign to it a set of terms and
determine for each a measure of their strength of association
with the document. Then, for each term of the set, a score is
generated that is a monotonically increasing function of (a)
the strength of association with the document and of (b) the
relative frequency of co-occurrence of that term and another
term that occurs in the set; metadata for the fresh document
are then selected as the subset of the terms in the set having the
highest scores.
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1
ORGANISING AND STORING DOCUMENTS

This application is the U. S. national phase of International
Application No. PCT/GB2007/002566 filed 5 Jul. 2007
which designated the U. S. and claims priority to European
Application No. 06253537.2, filed 6 Jul. 2006 the entire con-
tents of each of which are hereby incorporated by reference.

BACKGROUND AND SUMMARY

This application is concerned with organising and storing
documents for subsequent retrieval.

According to the present invention there is provided a data
handling device for organising and storing documents for
subsequent retrieval, the documents having associated meta-
data terms, the device comprising:
means providing access to a store of existing metadata;
means operable to analyse the existing metadata to generate

statistical data as to the co-occurrence of pairs of terms in

the metadata of one and the same document;

means for analysing a fresh document to assign to it a set of
terms and determine for each a measure of their strength of
association with the document;

means operable to determine for each term of the set a score
that is a monotonically increasing function of (a) the
strength of association with the document and of (b) the
relative frequency of co-occurrence, in the existing meta-
data, of that term and another term that occurs in the set;

means operable to select, as metadata for the fresh document,

a subset of the terms in the set having the highest scores.

Other aspects of the invention are defined in the claims.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

One embodiment of the invention will now be further
described, by way of example, with reference to the accom-
panying drawings, in which:

FIG. 1 is a schematic diagram of a typical architecture for
a computer on which software implementing the invention
can be run.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF PRESENT
EXAMPLE EMBODIMENTS

FIG. 1 shows the general arrangement of a document stor-
age and retrieval system, implemented as a computer con-
trolled by software implementing one version of the inven-
tion. The computer comprises a central processing unit (CPU)
10 for executing computer programs, and managing and con-
trolling the operation of the computer. The CPU 10 is con-
nected to a number of devices via a bus 11. These devices
include a first storage device 12, for example a hard disk drive
for storing system and application software, a second storage
device 13 such as a floppy disk drive or CD/DVD drive, for
reading data from and/or writing data to a removable storage
medium, and memory devices including ROM 14 and RAM
15. The computer further includes a network card 16 for
interfacing to a network. The computer can also include user
input/output devices such as a mouse 17 and keyboard 18
connected to the bus 11 via an input/output port 19, as well as
adisplay 20. The architecture described herein is not limiting,
but is merely an example of a typical computer architecture.
It will be further understood that the described computer has
all the necessary operating system and application software to
enable it to fulfil its purpose. The system serves to handle
documents in text form, or at least, in a format which includes
text. In order to facilitate searching for retrieval of documents,
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the system makes use of a set of controlled indexing terms.

Typically this might be a predefined set of words and/or

phrases that have been selected for this purpose. The INSPEC

system uses just such a set. The INSPEC Classification and

Thesaurus are published by the Institution of Engineering and

Technology. The system moreover presupposes the existence

of an existing corpus of documents that have already been

classified—perhaps manually—against the term set (of the
controlled language). Each document has metadata compris-
ing a list of one of more terms that have been assigned to the
document (for example, in the form of a bibliographic record
from either INSPEC or ABI). The system requires a copy of
this metadata and in this example this is stored in an area 15A
of'the RAM 15, though it could equally well be stored on the
hard disk 12 or on a remote server accessible via the network
interface 16. It does not necessarily require access to the
documents themselves.

Broadly, the operation of the system comprises four
phases:

(1) Initial training, analysing the pre-existing metadata (con-
trolled indexing terms);

(ii) processing of a new, unclassified document to identify an
initial set of terms and their strength of association with the
document;

(iii) refinement of the term allocation to generate the metadata
for the new document, making use of the results of the
training.

(iv) searching among the metadata (including the newly-
generated metadata) for documents matching desired
search criteria.

Training

1.1 The training process analyses the existing metadata, to
generate a set of co-occurrence data for the controlled
indexing terms. In this description, references to a docu-
ment having a term assigned to it mean that that term
appears in the metadata for that document. The co-occur-
rence data for each controlled indexing term can be
expressed as a vector which has an element for every con-
trolled indexing term, each element being a weight indica-
tive of the frequency of co-occurrence of that controlled
indexing term and the head term (that is to say, the con-
trolled indexing term for which the vector is generated).
More particularly, the weight is the number of documents
that have been assigned both controlled indexing terms,
divided by the total number of documents to which the
head term has been assigned.

In mathematical terms, the vector V, for term i can be
expressed as:

Vi={vhi=1...N

where

where c;; is the number of training documents each having
both term i and term j assigned to it, and the vector has N
elements, where N is the number of index terms. Actually the
term v,, is always unity and can be omitted. Moreover, in
practice, there are likely to be a large number of index terms,
so that the vast majority of elements will be zero and we prefer
not to store the zero elements but rather to use a concise
representation in which the data are stored as an array with the
names of the nonzero terms and their values alongside. Pref-
erably these are stored in descending order of weight.
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1.2 Optionally, each vector is subjected to a further stage
(vector intersection test) as follows:
for each term listed in the vector, compare the vector for the
listed term with the vector under consideration to deter-
mine a rating equal to the number of terms appearing in
both vectors. In the prototype, this was normalised by
division by 50 (an arbitrary limit placed on the maxi-
mum size of the vector); however we prefer to divide by
half the sum of the number of nonzero terms in the two
vectors.
delete low-rating terms from the vector (typically, so that a
set number remain).
Analyse New Document
A new document (e.g. a web page) is to be classified. It is
firstly analysed to identify an initial set of terms and their
strength of association with the document. There are a num-
ber of ways of doing it: the simplest method, which can be
used where the predetermined set of terms is such that there is
strong probability that the terms themselves will occur in the
text of a relevant document is (2.1) to search the document for
occurrences of indexing terms, and produce a list of terms
found, along with the number of occurrences of each.
TheresultcanbeexpressedasR={r,},_, , wherer,isthe
number of occurrences of term k in the new document,
although again, in practice a more concise representation is
preferred.
Refinement
Rather than simply choose, as the metadata, the terms of R
that occur most frequently in the document, the object here is
to determine for each term that is present in the document a
score that not only reflects the frequency of that term in the
document but also takes account of the co-occurrence statis-
tics obtained in the training phase. In effect, the aim is to boost
the scores for those terms which the vectors show to have
been seen in the past in company with other indexing terms
also found in the unknown document. This process proceeds
as follows:
3.1 Take the first term r, of the list and retrieve its vector.
3.2 Determine which terms occur in both the list and the
vector.
3.3 Calculate a score:

s=topicfrequency*sqrt(vectorlength)*(1+log, (#topic-
words))*extrastrength

where

topicfrequency is the number of occurrences r; of this first
term in the document

vectorlength is the number of terms identified at step 3.2.

#topicwords is the number of words making up this first term

and extrastrength is the sum of the square roots of the vector

weights for the terms identified in step 3.2.

If desired, extrastrength might also take into account the
numbers of occurrences of the various terms in the document.
3.4 Repeat steps 3.2 and 3.3 for each of the other terms in the

list.

3.5 Choose the highest-scoring term (or terms, up to some
desired maximum number of terms) as the terms to be
included in the metadata for this document.

In terms of the previous mathematical representation, this
process may be expressed as:

Compute score s;, for each term in the document
Fork=1toN

IF r; = 0 THEN s;, = 0 GOT skip
vectorlength =0
extrastrength =1
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-continued

FOR p=1 TON
IF 1,,# 0 AND v, = 0 THEN
vectorlength = vectorlength + 1
extrastrength = extrastrength + SQRT(v,,)
END IF
NEXT p

s, = 1, *SQRT (vectorlength)*(1 + log(#topicwords))*extrastrength
skip:
NEXT k

The index terms are those having the largest values of's,.

Once the metadata have been generated, then the new
document can be added to the existing store of documents (or
to a separate one) and the metadata stored similarly. The new
document is then available to be retrieved by the fourth,
searching step, which can be performed in a conventional
manner.

In implementing such a system, there is design choice to be
made, as to whether the automatically-generated metadata
are to be available for subsequent analyses for the purpose of
generating the weight vectors, or whether the designer prefers
not to take the risk that errors in automatically generated
metadata may propagate to reduce the efficacy of subsequent
generations of metadata. In the latter case, the automatically
stored metadata should be stored separately, or flagged appro-
priately, to prevent its use for this purpose whilst allowing it
to remain available for searching purposes.

Variations

As described above, scores are generated only for terms
found in the preceding analysis step. To accommodate the
possibility that a controlled term might be suitable but not be
found at this stage, it is possible to deduce its suitability by
observing that its vector contains high weightings for terms
that are found in (or otherwise associated with) the document.
Thus, in a modification, steps 3.1 to 3.3 are performed for
every one of the N terms. The formula for s is unchanged
exceptthat topicfrequency is setto 1.0 instead of'its true value
of zero.

Inthe example given above, the initial assignment of terms
to the new document was performed simply by searching for
instances of the terms in the document. An alternative
approach—which will work (inter alia) when the terms them-
selves are not words at all (as in, for example, the Interna-
tional Patent Classification, where controlled terms like
HO041.12/18, or G10F1/01, are used)—is to generate vectors
indicating the correlation between controlled indexing terms
and free-text words in the documents and then use these to
translate a set of words found in the new document into
controlled indexing terms. Such a method is described by
Christian Plaunt and Barbara A. Norgard, “An Association-
Based Method for Automatic Indexing with a Controlled
Vocabulary”, Journal of the American Society of Information
Science, vol. 49, no. 10, (1988), pp. 888-902. There, they use
the INSPEC abstracts and indexing terms already assigned to
them to build a table of observed probabilities, where each
probability or weight is indicative of the probability of co-
occurrence in a document of a pair consisting of (a) a word
(uncontrolled) in the abstract or title and (b) an indexing term.
Then, having in this way learned the correlation between
free-text words and the indexing terms, their system searches
the unclassified document for words that occur in the table
and uses the weights to translate these words into indexing
terms. They create for the ith document a set of scores x,; each
for a respective indexing term j, where the x,, is the sum of the
weight for each pair consisting of a word found in the docu-
ment and term j.
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These methods can also be applied to documents that are
not text documents—for example visual images. In that case,
the first step, of analysing the existing metadata, is
unchanged. The step of analysing the documents can be per-
formed by using known analysis techniques appropriate to the
type of document (e.g. an image recognition system) to rec-
ognise features in the document and their rate of occurrence.
The Plaunt et al correlation may them be used to translate
these into controlled terms and accompanying frequencies,
followed by the refinement step just as described above.

The invention claimed is:

1. A data handling device for organising and storing docu-
ments for subsequent retrieval, the documents having associ-
ated metadata terms, the device comprising:

means configured to provide access to a store of existing

metadata;

means configured to analyse the existing metadata to gen-

erate statistical data as to co-occurrence of pairs of terms
in the metadata of a single document;

means configured to analyse a fresh document to assign to

the fresh document a set of terms and configured to
determine a measure of a strength of association of each
term with the document;

means configured to determine for each term of the set of

terms a score that is a monotonically increasing function
of (a) the strength of association with the document and
of (b) arelative frequency of co-occurrence, in the exist-
ing metadata, of the term and another term that occurs in
the set of terms;

means configured to select, as metadata for the fresh docu-

ment, a subset of the terms in the set of terms having
highest scores.

2. The data handling device according to claim 1, in which
the terms are terms of a predetermined set of terms.

3. The data handling device according, to claim 1, in which
analysis of the metadata generates for each term a set of
weights, each weight indicating a number representing how
many documents have been assigned both the term in ques-
tion and a respective other term, divided by a total number of
documents to which the term in question has been assigned.

4. The data handling device according to claim 3 in which
each set of weights is further processed by:

for each term for which a nonzero weight has been gener-

ated, comparing the set of weights for the term with the
set of weights under consideration to determine a rating
equal to the number of terms appearing in both sets of
weights; and

deleting low-rating terms from the set of terms.

5. The data handling device according to claim 1, in which
the terms are words or phrases and the strength of association
determined by document analysis for each term is a number
representing how many times the term occurs in the docu-
ment.

6. The data handling device according to claim 1, in which
the score for a term is proportional to the strength of associa-
tion.

7. The data handling device according to claim 1, in which
the score for a term is proportional to the square root of a
number representing how many terms have been assigned to
the document and also have nonzero weights in the set of
weights for that term.
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8. The data handling device according to claim 1, in which
the score for a term is also a function of the weights in the set
of weights for that term.

9. The data handling device according to claim 8, in which
the score for a term is a function of the sum of the square roots
of the weights in the set of weights for that term.

10. A method of organising and storing documents in a
computer system for subsequent retrieval, the documents
having associated metadata terms, the method comprising:

providing access to a store of existing metadata in the

computer system,
analysing the existing metadata to generate statistical data
as to co-occurrence of pairs of terms in the metadata of
a single document;

analysing a fresh document to assign to the fresh document
a set of terms and determine for each term of the set a
measure of a strength of association of the term with the
document;

determining for each term of the set a score that is a mono-

tonically increasing function of (a) the strength of asso-
ciation with the document and of (b) a relative frequency
of co-ocurrence, in the existing metadata, of the term and
another term that occurs in the set; and

selecting, as metadata for the fresh document, a subset of

the terms in the set having highest scores.

11. The method according to claim 10, in which the terms
are terms of a predetermined set of terms.

12. The method according to claim 10, in which analysis of
the metadata generates for each term a set of weights, each
weight indicating a number representing how many docu-
ments have been assigned both the term in question and a
respective other term, divided by a total number of documents
to which the term in question has been assigned.

13. The method according to claim 12 in which each set of
weights is further processed by:

for each term for which a nonzero weight has been gener-

ated, comparing the set of weights for the term with the
set of weights under consideration to determine a rating
equal to the number of terms appearing in both sets of
weight; and

deleting low-rating terms from the set of terms.

14. The method according to claim 10 in which the terms
are words or phrases and the strength of association deter-
mined by document analysis for each term is a number rep-
resenting how many times the term occurs in the document.

15. The method according to claim 10, in which the score
for a term is proportional to the strength of association.

16. The method according to claim 10, in which the score
for a term is proportional to the square root of a number a
number representing how many terms have been assigned to
the document and also have nonzero weights in the set of
weights for that term.

17. The method according to claim 10, in which the score
for aterm is also a function ofthe weights in the set of weights
for that term.

18. The method according to claim 17, in which the score
for a term is a function of the sum of the square roots of the
weights in the set of weights for that term.

#* #* #* #* #*
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